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Objervations on the Trade of the City of Conftantinople. 


[From Olivier’s Travels in the Ottoman Empire. ] 


HE little confidence infpired by a government too fre- 

quently unjuft; the little folidity prefented by the fortunes 
of private perfons, the certainty of lofing one’s money if the 
man to whom it has been lent die in an employment, or if he 
be punifhed with death for any mifdemeanor, real or fuppofed ; 
the tyranny which is every where exercifed by thofe who are 
are invefted with power, the venality of the tribunals, the innu- 
merable multitude of falfe witnefles—every thing in Turkey 
infpires fuch a miftruft in affairs of commerce, that a man lends 
not his money but at a very high intereft, and delivers not his 
goods on credit but at an exorbitant price. Very frequently 
even no bufinefs takes place if the creditor be not provided 
beforehand with a pledge above the value of the money which 
he has lent, or of the goods which he has delivered on credit. 
The intereft of money muft have rifen in proportion to the rifks 
that the lender had to run: it is generally from eight to ten per 
cent. in regard to Europeans; from fifteen to twenty per cent. 
in regard to Muffulman, Jew, Armenian, or Greek merchants ; 
itis at thirty, forty, and even fifty per cent. im regard to the 
Turks who belong to the government. To private perfons 
moucy is lent at twenty-five or thirty per cent. but almoft 
always in towns, pledges are required for the fecurity of the 
debt, 

Honefly, however, is not entirely banifhed from the Ottoman 
empires The European merchants know that the country man 
almoft always performs without difficulty the engagements 
Which he has contraéted, that the man of bufinefs is generally 
the Have of his word, that the trader feldom fails to difcharge 
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his obligations when his payments become due. If probity 
alone be the inftigator of the firft, the others are anxious to pre. 
ferve a f{potlefs reputation which may increafe their credit, 
multiply their operations, and facilitate all the affairs that they 
undertake. ; 

It is with the pachas and the great that one ought to avoid to 
deal otherwife than with ready money, becaufe it is they who 
fhew the moft difhonefty, and who almoft always make an im. 
proper ufe of their authority. As much as one may be conf. 
dent with the plain man who hears and follows the voice of his 
con{icience, with the merchant always moved by felf-intereft 
which commands him to appear an honeft man, fo much ought 
one to miftruft the man of power whom intrigue has led to the 
hirft employments, who, deaf to the call of honour, thinks that 
he can {kreen himfelf from the eye of juflice. 

I fhali not here eflablifh a parallel between the different na. 
tions which inhabit the Levant, and which are fubje& to the 
Ottoman government. The individuals who compofe them, 
acculed of being equally covetous, equally cunning, equally 
knavith, neverthelefs, perform their engagements when one has 
taken with them fuitable precautions. If probity do not incline 
them to it, fear at Jeaft determines them, becaufe the Turks are 
always there to impofe on them an exaétion. 


As for the Muffulmans, one finds, in. general, among them 


more fincerity : one may,in general, tru% more to their word. 
We fhould confider them as the moft honeft and the moft efli. 
mable of all, did they not fhew themfelves unjuft towards tri- 
butary fubjeéts: did not the contempt which they have for them 
induce them to violate, in regard to them, the Jaw of nations, to 
make them undergo humiliations, and cover them not untre- 
quently with difgrace. 

ft is to the government alone, founded on an oppreflive ‘reli. 
gion, that we mufl impute the Knavery of fome, the tyranny of 
others, the vices of all. The Greeks, the Armenians, and the 
Jews, deprived of the rights of citizenthip, excluded from civil 
employments and from military fervice, ftrangers to the religion 
on which every thing refts, obliged to redeem every year their 
head by a difgraceful tax, threatened inceffantly with the lofs of 
their life or their fortune, and weak and unprote&ed, have, from 
their very infancy, learnt to diffemble, to give way tothe {mallet 
fhock, to withdraw themfelves from force by addrels, from vio- 
lence by fubmiffion. They have been obliged to be falfe from 
habit, cringing and vile from fear, cunning and knavilh from 
the neceffity of living and exifling. 

The Muffulmans, vain of their fuperiority, infolent towards 
unarmed flaves, proud of belonging to a religion which infpires 
contempt for all thofe who are not adinitted into it; fanatic, 


ferocious, and unjuft through the effect of that religion; torte 
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ated in the extortions which they exercife towards tributary 


fubje&ts ; emboldened even by a government which dreads thofe 
whom it oppreffes; the Mui{fulmans, like their anceflors, would 
poflefs a difpofition for greatnefs, heroifm, and robbery, had 
they preferved their morals, their courage, and all their fana- 
ticifm. But at this day the fale of all employments, and the 
precarious tenure of them, make all private perfons avaricious, 
and convert all the defpotaries of authority into oppreffors, 
Juftice is venal, becaufe the cadis have been laid under contri« 
bution; the venality of the judges has produced falfe witnefles ; 
religious zeal is relaxed, courage is worn out, immorality has 
crept in every where; one may fay boldly that it has at the 
prefent day reached its higheft pitch in the towns. 

The law of confifcations has frequently occafioned to be con- 
fidered as criminal men whom birth, chance, or induflry had 
enriched. That which afligns to the fultan the property of 
thofe who receive from him any pay whatever, muft, like tle 
other, neceffarily have clogged the opersuens of commerce, 
infpired fears, and greatly contributed to the exceflive rate of 


money. 


On the Misfortunes which arife Jrom the Ni “elect of Female 
Duties, and the Miferies wiuch refult_from a Diffipated 
Life. 


. PERHAPS (fays an author* of acknowledged celebrity) 
the intercits of true PLOT y elegant converfation, 
meital improvement, focial pleafure, and conjugal comfort, never 
received fucha “eats as when fafhion iffued out that arbitrary and 
univerfal decree, that every body muit be acquainted with every 
body. Together with that confequent, but rather inconvenient 
claufe, that every body mult go every where every night.” In an 
age, wherediflipation reigns with unbounded influence, and where 
the female chara&ter feems to have undergone a total change, it 
may not be improper to pcint out a few of the ill confequénces 
which muft arife from this fafhionable mania of the times, 
Sull, I am not morofely going to condemn amufements, or to 
expeat the livelinefs of youth: to appear with the gravity of 
years. lam going to point out the impropriety of making plea- 
fure the grand bufinefs, inftead of applying to it as merely a 
recreation of life. 

The modern miftrefs of a family no longer fuperintends its 
arrangement, or to each of her domeflics appropriates their 
feparate concerns, for thofe hours are fpent in fleep, which 
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were formerly devoted to ufeful occupations, and a morning of 
Jethargic indolence is the confequence of a night that has been 
devoted to cards. Even the calculation of family expences are 
left to a houfekeeper, or fleward, and the bills are difcharged 
upon merely knowing their amount; and thus is the property of 
the hufband placed in the hands of his domeftics, who, unlefs 
they happen to be highly principled, are invited to commit'a 
crime. Ruin frequently is the confequence of this mifplaced 
confidence; and thofe who have blazoned for a fhort period, 
difappear like a meteor in the fkies; when, had there been but 
a moderate degree of attention to the family arrangements, they 
could not have thoughtlefsly augmented the number of their 
debts! Could the evil be confined merely to the imprudent, it 
would not be a circumftance greatly to be deplored; but the 
innocent unfortunately fuffer for the crimes of the guilty, and 
their offspring become the viétims of diftrefs. 

Ye thoughtlefs pupils of pleafure and diflipation, how can 
you reconcile the idea of entailing mifery upon beings, to whom 
ye have given life? Does not the animal creation fet youa 
pattern of maternal fondnefs? And yet you can calmly negleé 
the duties both of the mother and the wife! ‘“ No man ever 
profpered in the world (obferves the late Dr. Hunter) without 
he was bleft with the co-operation of his wife; for let him be 
ever fo frugal, regular, and induftrious, all goes for nothing if 
fhe is profufe, With what fpirit and perfeverance will he labour 
in his vocation, when he knows that his earnings will be faith. 
fully difpofed! with what confidence will ke either refort to his 
farm, or his merchandife; fly over land, fail over feas; mect 
with difficulty, and encounter danger, if he is affured that he is 
not {pending his ftrength in vain; and that indulgent Heaven 
has crowned all his other bleflings, with that of a true and faith. 
ful wife ! 

If the love of diffipation, and the evils which attend it, were 
only attached to the higher {pheres of life, it would not be fo 
Aetrul tive to the intercft of {ociety ; neither could its effeéis 
be fo heartily deplored! but the firft peercfs in the realm is 
fcarcely lefs inattentive to the female duties, than the wife of a 
man who fupports a family by his honeit ‘exertions in trade ; 
each are engaged in a fucceffive round of v iliting, oF company ; 
and each are equally inattentive to their children’s claims. 

How intercfting an employment to an affeétionate mother, 1 
that of cultivating the infant mind, and carefully foo Sa 
hofe feeds of virtue, which the hand of time will ripen into 
he moft luxurious fruit! ‘ Education on the part of the mo- 
ther, (fays the author whom I have quoted) commences from 
the moment the has the profpeét of bearing the name, and the 
care of her own healel 1 may be confidered as a duty which the 
owes to the child fhe is expefting to bear.” The fentiments of 
this 
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this amiable man, have made but little impreffion upon the 
fafhionable females of the prefent day, or the nightly meetings 
in the metropolis would not fo frequently be attended by the 
variety of young married women in that ftate. Health at thefe 
aflemblies is facrificed to fafhion; and focial friendthip falls a 
viétim to folly and tafte. Even the tender duties of a mother, 
are now transferred into an hireling’s hands; and the la&eal 
ftream of bounteous nature the helplefs infant is not permitted 
to draw! The nurfery is even removed to fome part of the 
manfion, where the fufceptible feelings of the parent cannot be 
wounded by her offspring’s cries; and a five minutes vifit daily 
to the apartment is all that can be {pared from more interefting 
purfuits! to what a pitch of folly, nay, even of inhumanity, 
can fafhion condué&t her votaries, when it can induce them to 
break through the ftrongelt ties; when it can make a mother 
forget the duties fhe owes to her offspring ,and make pleafure a 
dearer objeét than a child! 

Allowing, however, that during the ftate of infancy, a child 
never feels the want of its mother’s care; that prudent atten. 
dants are provided, in whom others have placed confidence ; 
yet who, like an anxious parent, will watch the opening of the 
mind ? Who, like her, will have penetration to difcover its 
leading features ? Who will encourage the timid? or who will 
reprefs the bold ? or who will endeavour to find out whether 
the faults of childhood arife from natural imperfection, or bad- 
nefs of heart >—How can the parent, who has never been the 
friend and plavfellow of her children, ever form an opinion of 
the real propenfity of their minds? or how can fhe expeét to 
infpire them with confidence and affe€tion, when, inftead of 
feeling tendernefs for her perfon, they are merely taught to treat 
her with refpeét >—This is one of the melancholy inftances of 
difipation, which aétually finks the mother below the level of 
the bemne: for amid the tee creation, how {trong is the pro. 
penfity to cherifh with the utmof propenfity their young! 
Among the experimenial obfervers of natural philofophy, how 
many inflances might be brought to prove the effe& of parental 
care; and can human beings fupport the thought of being fur. 
paffed in affeétion by the trufty fpaniel, or the Greenland 
bear* ? 

But, as I before obferved, this inatténtion to domeftic duties 
is not confined to the higher fpheres; for the daughter of the 
meaneft mechanic, mu{t now be educated at a boarding-fchool, 
inflead of receiving inflruétion from an anxious mother’s care ! 


—Thefe 


* A bitch was once cut open by a pupil of Dr. Hunter’s, who, 
unmindful of her own torture, began licking her young, &c. and a 
white bear, which was wounded in the Greenland fithery , carsied her 
Whelp from the {pot of danger, and inftantly expired. 
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—Thefe feminaries, which fo much abound within the precin&s 
of the metropolis, 1 confider as inftitutions merely calculated 
for the propagation of vice; or as abfolute nurfery grounds for 
fowing the feeds of feduétion, and contaminating, inftead of 
cultivating the mind! Ido not mean this fatire fhould be confi. 
dered as unlimited, for I know the heads of feveral {chools 

whom I highly refpeét; but I mean it to be attached to thofe a 
inferior order, where from the ignorance of their condu@ors 

the pupils cannot expe to become wile. Still the unfortunate 
children acquire a fmattering of accomplifhments, they are in. 
flated with vanity, and puffed up with pride; and what is worfe 

they learn to defpife the authors of their exiftence, for not pof. 
feffing thofe qualifications, which prove fuch a fource of mifery 

tothemfelves. They become too much the fine lady to defcend 

to ordinary occupations, and fpurn the idea of making them. 

felves ufeful in the houfe; a circulating library afifls the com- 

pletion of their ruin, and they creduloufly believe all the liber. 
tine’s vows. 


INTERESTING TRIALS. 





COURT of KING’s BENCH, Fuly 7. 
Before Lonp ELLENBOROUGH and a Special Jury. 
SMITH v. SMITH, 


CRIM. CON. 


“HIS was an aftion for critminal converfation with the plain. 
tiff’s wife, and the damages were Jaid at 6000], 

Mr. Erfkine faid, he had to Jay before the jury a cafe of 
ereater profligacy on the part of the defendant, than had ever, 
he believed, been exhibited in a court of juftice. After the 
frequent occafions he had had, of addrefling juries, and demand- 
ing damages for adultery, he lamented it fhould again have fallen 
to his lot to have renewed fo difgufting a theme. In this cafe 
it would be fufficient to fate the faét. The plaintiff was a 
tradefman of refpeétability and opulence at Birmingham, and 
had been fourteen years married to the lady who had been the 
objeét of the defendant’s feduftion: He had four children by 
her, and lived with her in a ftate of domeflic felicity, till un- 
happily it had been interrupted by the defendant. The defen- 
dant was the plaintiff’s firft coufin, and had been adopted by 
him when an orphan, ata very early period of life. ‘The plain- 
tiff placed him at {chool, had him at his houfe during the boli- 
days, put him apprentice to a lucrative bufinefs, and afterwards 
efiablifhed him in trade, and did every thing in his power to res 
commend 
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commend him and promote his intereft. In fhort, he had be. 
haved to him, from his infancy, like a father. In return for this 
parental treatment, the defendant had feduced the wife of his 
affeétions, and the mother of his children. The learned counfel 
having proceeded to ftate the fats, as they were afterwards more 
particularly detailed by the witnefies, concluded by appealing 
tothe jury for damages, to the extent they were laid in the de- 
claration. 

The marriage was duly proved. 

Mr. William Smith, brother to the plaintiff, proved the adop- 
tion of the defendant by the plaintiff, as ftated by Mr. Erfkine. 
He alfo depofed to the harmony and conjugal affeétion that had 
fuk fifted between the plaintiff and his wife. He faid there was 
nothing in the conduct of the defendant, or Mrs. Smith, that 
gave his brother reafon to fufpeét any thing improper. He 
complained that fhe did not behave with the attention towards 
him and his children fhe had done ;_ but: he had no fufpicion of 
the defendant, on the contrary, he continued to ferve him. 

Mr. Woollafton faid, he vifited the family ; he never faw 
any thing but the moft perfeét harmony between the plaintiff 
and his wife. He never faw any thing pafs between Mrs. 
Smith and the defendant that could have induced the plaintiff to 
fufpe&t his domeftic peace had been invaded. He never ob- 
ferved the leaft familiarity between them. The wimefs faw the 
plaintiff the day after his wife eloped with the defendant ;_ the 
agitation of his {pirits was very great. They had four children, 
three boys and one girl. On his crofs-examination, he faid, 
that at Chriftmas, 1800, he remembered the plainuff having 
fome words with his wife, in confequence of her and the de. 
fendant’s [peaking French before a company who did not under« 
ftand that language. Mrs. Smith was upwards of thirty, and 
the defendant was twenty-four years of age. 

Mary Dudley had been houfemaid in the family eight year 
fheknew the defendant, the plaintiff’s coufin; he ufed to 
much in the family, and fhe never till lately obferved any thin 
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brought her a glafs of 1 und conducted himflelf with his ufual 
atfeétion ; fhe continued in th nurfery, and faid fomething to 
the witnefs that led her to believe the had an engagement for 
the next day with Mifs Boltor, of Soho; the retired to ret. 
About ten o’clock the following morning ihe came into th 

nurfery, kiffed the youngeft child feveral times, and delired that 
the witnefs would take care of it. The child was two years 
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old. She appeared unwell, and frequently kiffed the child, 
She went from home between ten and eleven, and left orders that 
the coach might be fent for her if fhe ftaid beyond feven in the 
evening ; fhe did not return again. ‘The plaintiff always con. 
duéted himfelf with affeétion towards her; he had, the day be- 
fore fhe eloped, propofed to call in medical afliftance for her. 
The witnefs never faw any man conduét bimfelf with more pro- 
priety towards his wife. She knew Mrs. Smith was in a family 
way when fhe went from home. : 

On her crofs-examination fhe faid Mrs. Smith and the defen. 
dant were frequently walking out together. Once or twice they 
wentto the theatre, and came home between eleven and twelve. 
She never knew that the plaintiff went to Harborough, leaving 
her at home withthe defendant. She had ob{erved the partia- 
lity of her miftrefs towards the defendant ; but, down to the 
time of her elopement, fhe had no reafon to think there had been 
any criminal intercourfe. 

John Hayward faid, he kdew the parties: he was employed 
to purfue the defendant and Mrs. Smith. He fet out on the 
21{t of March, and found themat Edinburgh. He faw them on 
the 21{t of March walk out together. He found out where 
they lodged, and took a lodging oppofite: they lodged together, 
znd continued there about three weeks. They were about to 
depart, but the witnefs prevented them. Mrs. Smith had in the 
meantime mifcarried. He underftood from the defendant that 
fhe cohabited with him, and that they had but one bed. 

Mr. Price, a magiftrate at Birmingham, faid, he had been long 
acquainted with the plaintiff, and had frequently vifited him, 
and had had opportunities of feeing how he lived in his family. 
He always confidered him to be an affeétionate huiband, a good 
father, and an honourable man. He appeared to the witnels to 
be in poffeflion of domeftic happinefs. He had feen the de- 
fendant in the family ; he ufed to come backwards and forwards 
like a brother. No circumftance that ever came to his know- 
ledge gave him fo much furprize as the elopement of Mrs. 
Smith with the defendant. It was proved that the defendant 
was worth between 2 and 3000], 

Mr. Caffels addreffed the jury for the defendant. He faid, 
that he meant not, by any of his obfervations, to infer ought 
that might tend to encourage a relaxation of the duties of a mar- 
ried life ; but he contended that the jury had nothing to do with 
the moral guilt of the defendant. It had been faid, that verdiéts 
im ations of this kind fhould be made the medium of infliéting 
punifhment upon a defendant. This doétrine he could not 
accede to. If the legiflature thought proper to make a law for 
the purpofeof punithing the offence of adultery by indiétment, 
the jury would have to confider the queflion under a different 
alpect ; but the defeét of the law, as it Mood at prefent, was not 
re) to 
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to be fupplied by converting a claim for damages in a civil 
aftion to a punifhment for a criminal offence. If it could be 
fhewn thatthe defendant never had enjoyed that domeftic happi- 
nefs for the lofs of which he complained ; if it fhould appear 
that he had become the idle fpe&tator of his own difgrace, with. 
out taking any meafures to prevent it, certainly his claim to das 
mages would be materially leffened. He fhould now ftate what 
he meant to prove. It was already in proof that the plaintiff 
was a trade{man at Birmingham, that he had been married four- 
teen years, and that the defendant was only twenty-four. The 
plaintiff muft be taken to bea man of experience, while the des 
fendant, on the contrary, was a youth of twenty-three or twenty« 
four years of age only. If, therefore, it could be fhewn, that 
the plaintiff, previous to the elopement of his wife, had good 
caufe to fufpeét her partiality for the defendant, the jury muft 
neceflarily conclude that it was the plaintiff’s duty to have re- 
moved the caufe which had eftranged from him the affeétions of 
his wife. He fhouid prove, that previous to Mrs. Smith’s jour- 
ney to London, in company with the defendant, the plaintiff had 
frequent hints of her partiality for him, and particularly in the 
courfe of aconverfation with Mrs. Bratten, the fifter-in-law of 
Mrs. Smith ; yet with all thefe warnings, he had ftill permitted 
theintimacy to continue. Independent of this, there was ano- 
ther feature in the cafe neceffary to be brought forward ;—it had 
been faid, that the plaintiff and his wife had lived happily toge- 
ther: in contradiftion to this he fhould prove, under the plain- 
tiff’s own hand, that he had not lived happily withher. It was 
true, he had not accufed her of perfonal criminality, but he had 
itated, that it was his intention immediately to write to her 
friends, with a view to their feparation, and that fhe fhould no 
longer incur any expence in his family. What comfort then 
had he loft, if after he had contemplated a feparation from his 
wife, fhe had flown to the proteétion of another ? It appeared 
tohim, that the letter to which he referred, had been written 
under the expeétation of what had afterwards taken place. H 
he proved thefe faéts, he was well perfuaded, though they might 
not altogether deftroy the plaintiff’s right of aétion, they would 
reduce, within a very limited compafs, his claim to damages. 
Mr. Bratten faid, he had married Mrs. Smith’s fifter. He was 
at Moor-Green after the death of her brother, Mr. Pearfon. He 
recollefted Mrs. Smith coming there, frequently, in company 
with the defendant ; they generally left it time enough to go to 
Harborough before dark. He remembered a converfation be- 
tween the plaintiff, Mrs. Smith, and himfelf: Mrs. Smith coms 
plained to her hufband, that Mrs. Bratten had mentioned to the 
defendant that his conduét and her’s had been particularly 
marked ; this was in March, 1802; Mrs. Smith cried very 
much, and faid it was very hard fuch u remark fhould have 
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been made, and that fhe could not have the attention of the de. 
fendant, who was the near relation of her hufband, and to whom 
fhe had always paid refpe& on his and his brother’ $ account ; 
fhe added; that it was lucky for her fhe had the beft of hufbands, 
or fuch reports might be injurious; he told her not to make her. 
felf uneafy, that he did not believe a word of it, and he hoped 
shis coufin would always attend her as he had done. The wit. 
nefs had obferved improper attentions on the part of the defen. 
dant, but he thought it too delicate a fubje& to mention. He 
obferved them firft in January, 1802, but he never fufpeéed 
there was any criminality till they went off. 

On his crofs-examination, he faid, the plaintiff would as foon 
have given credit to a report of his own brother having been 
criminal with his wife as the defendant. He feemed to bea moft 
affeétionate hufband, and to have no pleafure but at home. He 
certainly had enjoyed no pleafure fince his wife had difgraced 
herfelf and family. His health and. fpirits were very much 
broken. Mrs. Smith’s brother lay dead at Moor-Green, at the 
time fhe vifited at that place, with the defendant. The plaintiff 
was then the moft happy of men, and now he was the moft 
miferable. He had heard him fay, that Mrs. Smith’s inatten. 
tion to her children was fuch that he would write up to her 
friends. He underftood fhe wanted to feparate from him. 

Mr. Bird had been in the habit of vifiting the plaintiff, and 
had obferved the condué of Mrs. Smith and the defendant. He 
thought there was a great deal of attention on the part of Mrs. 
Smith towards the young man. Their condu& flruck him par. 
ticularly, but he fufpeéted no criminality. He thought ita 
paflion on the part of Mrs. Smith, which increafed from time 
totime. He did not think the plaintiff perceived it. 

Sarah Bird frequently vifited in the plaintiff’s family. The 
witnefs faid, fhe might have made an obfervation on the impro- 
priety of friendihips between married women and fingle men; 
but the obfervation was general. She ftated that the plaintiff 
was one of the mott affeétionate hufbands fhe had ever feen. 

The letter from the plaintiff to Mrs. Smith, alluded to by the 
defendant’s counfel, was read. It painted, in the moft glowing 
colours, his diftrefs of mind, at the inattention of his wife to 
him and her family ; warned her of the fatal confequences 
which muft attend her feparation from him ; reproached her in 
the mildeft terms for the fullennefs of her difpofition, and her 
denial of thofe rights exclufively a hufband’s. He left no topic 
untouched by which he thought he could bring this infatuated 
woman toa proper fenfe of her duty ; but he exprefled bis 
firm determination, if fhe would not return to it, to write to her 
friends, in order that the feparation fhe had fo long courted 
might take place. It did not appear by this letter that the 
plaintil 
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plaintiff had the remoteft idea of his wife having formed a cri- 
minal attachment. 

Mr. Erfkine faid, the letter juft read would have more effeé& 
than any thing he could urge; tor, as he was neither the hufband 
of this woman, or the father of her tour children, it was impof- 
fible for him to exprefs himfelf with fo much feeling. He 
never recolic&ted having been fo affeéted by any thing ina 
court of juftice. He could not help lamenting the jury were 
determining a civil a€tion, amd that che law of the country, rer 
nowned as it was, fhould be fo deficient on this fubje&t. He 
trufted that this caufe would have the effe&t of thewing the le- 
giflature how neceffary it was to bring the offence of adultery 
within the fcope of a mifdemeanor. “his, however, was 
merely a civil aétion, and the plainuff came to claim damages 
for the injury he had fullained. His learned friend had truly 
faid, that the damages ought not to beincreafed, with a view ta 
punifhment, beyond what were a€tually fuftained ; this he ad- 
mitted, but at the fame time he contended, they ought not to be 
mitigated. ‘The plaintiff had ftated, that he had fuftained da- 
mages to the amount of 6000]. He had bred up the detendant 
from his infancy, educated him, taken him into his family, 
treated him with alle¢tion, and fettled him in life ; and in return 
this ungrateful moniler had deprived him of all he moft valued—~ 
and i:om one of the happielt of men, had made him what he 
now was, an undone, broken-hearted, and miferable creature. 
He thought the jury would be doing an injury to the caufe of 
morality, if they, in the [malleft degree, leffened the damages. 

Lord Ellenborough obferved that this was one of the moft af- 
fecting cafes of a civil injury that ever prefented itfelf ina 
court of juilice. The plaintiff complained of an injury done 
to him by a perion who ought to have been the firft to have pre- 
vented the injuries of others reaching him. The defendant ap- 
peared to have been an orphan, taken up by the plaintiff at twelve 
months old, reared, fent to fchool, received in his family at the 
intervals of recreation, put to an apprenticefhip with a view to 
its being advantageous to him, and affifled at bis outfet into life ; 
in fhort, a general fatherly kindnefs bad been fhewn him by the 
plaintiff, and every member of that family whofe ruin he had 
effected. What was there in mitigation of this moft extenfive 
injury ? It had been endeavoured to be fuggefted, that the plain- 
tiff had been negligent, and that the conduét of his wife had 
been fuch, that he ought to have feen a growing attachment on 
her part towards the defendant. Was it any laxity of principle, 
any imperfe@ fenf{e of domeflic happinefs, that the plainuff had 
remained infenfible to his wife’s conduét ? No; the witneffes 
one and all had faid, that he was the lalt man who would have 
feen any thing. A man who poffeffed nice feeling, would un- 
doubtedly be the !aft to fee the improper overtures of a perfon 
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fituated as the defendant. If there had been a degree of blameable 
negleét, it would operate to leffenthe damages, becaufe the plain. 
tiff would have been, by his own imperfeétion of conduét, inftru. 
mental in the difhonour of his wife. But what was the cafe? 
the only time when even the fubje& was hinted to him was at 
Moor-Green, in confequence of what Mrs. Bratten had faid. 
She then went into tears, and he participated in her grief, and 
urged her not to affli€t herfelf, for that fhe had not forfeited his 
confidence. This was doing no more than he ought to have 
done, confidering that he had been living with her twelve years 
before, and fhe had borne him many children. However, if 
the jury could fee any circumftance in which he had been re. 
mifs, it would operate to a certain extent againft his claim, It 
was forthem to find out fuch circumftance ina cafe which feemed 
pregnant with proof of a contrary nature. It was not tobe 
faid, that men were carelefs of their wives, becaufe they permit 
them to gotothe play with their near relations. The laws of 
nature and fociety gave the plaintiff a right to place confidence 
inthis man. The adoption of fuch a principle would induce 
us to prevent our own children when they became adults, from 
attending our wives. The cafe of the defendant then ftood be- 
fore them, as one in which there was no fubjeét of mitigation. 
Although it was a maxim of law, /uat in corpore qui non foluit 
im crumena, yet ajury were not to give a verdi&t which might 
be attended with perpetual imprifonment.—It had been proved, 
that the defendant was worth between 2 and 3000], ‘There was 
nothing in the cafe that entitled him to retain any part of that 
property inhis pocket. The letter of the plaintiff to his wife, 
exhibited one of the moft moral minds he had ever contem- 
plated. It wasa comfortable thing to find that among men, not 
of the higheft rank in fociety, there was fuch a fund of honour 
and virtuous principle. Ic wasthe beft {ecurity for the country. 
While the principles of fociety were relaxed in a neighbouring 
country it was a proud triumph for this to fay, that it owed its 
belt fecurity to the moral charaéier of its inhabitants. The let- 
ter prefented the piéture of the plaintiff’s mind—it fhewed what 
he fuffered—how anxious he was for the happinefs and comtort 
of his children, and with what feeling he had urged bis wretched 
wife not to fet an example before them, which would make 
them wifh for her death, in order that they might enjoy the pro- 
perty fhe was the means of withholding fromthem. It appeared 
he was not endeavouring to feparate himfelf from her, but fhe 
had been urging him. She had eflranged herfelf from him by 
her conduét in withholding from him thofe fair comforts which 
an hufband was entitled to in the perfon and fociety of his wife. 
There was not one earthly comfort which the co-operation of 
this man, the defendant, with his wife had not deflroyed. Per- 
haps the had been originally the caufe, but the man who lent 
himfelf 
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himfelf to the purpofes of fo wicked a woman was equally cri. 
minal with her. He was affured they would adminifter that juf. 
tice which the plaintiff had demanded at their hands. 

The jury confulted for a few minutes, and returned a verdi& 
for the plaintiff.—Damages 3000], 


OLD BAILEY, Friday, July 8, 1803. 





FraupD upon the BANK of ENGLAND. 

THIS morning Robert Allett, late one of the cafhiers of the 
bank of England, was brought to the bar, and arraigned upon 
ten indi&tments, charging him with embezzling, fecreting, and 
running away with certain exchequer bills, of the value of 
1000]. each, the property of the governor and company of 
the bank of England. 

The clerk of the arraigns read over the firft indi€&tment, in 
which he was charged with embezzling at the parifh of St. 
Chriftopher le Stocks, three exchequer bills of certain numbers, 
the property of the governor and company of the bank of 
England. The counts of the indiétment flated the bills to be 
certain effe€&ts and fecurities of the faid governor and com. 
pany, which the prifoner at the bar had fecreted, embezzled, 
and run away with, To this indiétment the prifoner pleaded 
Not Guilty. 

When the jury were called over, feveral of them were chal- 
lenged by Mr. Serjeant Beft, of counfel for the prifoner. At 
length, however, a jury was fworn. 

Mr. Garrow ftated the cafe on the part of the profecution. 
He faid, that he addreffed the jury in confequence of inflruc- 
tions which he had received from the governor and company 
of the bank of England, and he fhould deem it neceffary, in 
the courfe of his addrefs, to flate the reafons why this trial, 
which had ftood appointed on a former day, was poftponed ; 
and in ftating thofe reafons, he was convinced he fhould, for the 
conduét of thofe engaged in the profecution, experience not 
only fatisfa€tion, but the approbation of the court. The cafe 
which he had to prefent to their attention, and which he fhould 
make out againit the prifoner, was of the laft importance, not 
only to the public, but as it affeéted the life of the prifoner, and 
fecurity and interefts of the important corporation who had 
brought the profecution forward. By a late a€t of parliament, 
it had been made a capital offence for any perfon im an official 
fituation under that corporation to fecrete or embezzle any pro- 
perty entrufted to his care. The governor and company were, 
in many inflances, truftees to the public. It would be neceffary 
for him to ftate the manner in which the bufinefs at the bank is 
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nor and company about 25 years fince, and about two years 
fince he had been appointed to a&t under M:. Newland, the 
chief cafhier. It would not be unimportant to fay, that to that 
time he had condu€ted himfelf faithfully and meritorioufly, and 
until he had been tnduced unfortunately to fpeculate in the 
funds, and in dereli€tion of that duty an] fidelity which he 
owed to his employers, had fubftrafted immenfe furs from the 
property entrufted to his care. Having gone through the ne. 
ceflary and regular gradations, he was appointed one of the 
cafhiers. Ii was a part of the bulinefs of the bank to purchafe 
exchequer bills, to fupply the exigencies of government; the 
purchafes were entrufted to the care of a very meritorious and 
excellent officer (Mr. A. Newland), but on account of that 
gentleman’s growing infirmities, having been 58 years in the 
fervice of the bank, the management was left wholly under the 
direftion of the prifoner. Thefe purchafes were made of Mr. 
Goldfmid, by the means of Mr. Templeman, the broker. It was 
ufual to make out a bill in the name of the perfon from whom 
they were purchafed, which was delivered to the prifoner, whofe 
duty it was to examine and enter thein in what was called the 
bought book, and then give orders to the cafhier to reimburfe 
the broker. The bills were afterwards depofited ih a ftrong 
cheit, kept in Mr. Newland’s room, and when they had en- 
creafed in bulk by fubfequent purchafes, they were feleéted by 
the prifoner, tied up in Jarge bundles, and carried to the parlour, 
that is to fay, the room in which the direétors held their meet- 
ings, accompanied by one of the clerks with the original book 
of entry, when the direftors in waiting received the envelope, 
and depofited them in the ftrong iron cheft, which had three 
keys, and to which none but the direétors had accefs; nor could 
they be brought forth until the courfe of payment, uniefs by 
confent of at leaft two dire&tors. ‘Therefore it was not poflible 
for them to find their way intothe hands of the public or the 
monied market, unlels by fuch contrivance as he had flated. Oa 
the 26th of February lait, the prifoner, according to the prac- 
tice, made up three envelopes of exchequer bills, of 1000. 
each bill; the firft containing bills to the amount of 100,000), 
the fecond 200,000], and the third 400,000], making in the 
whole 700,000], thefe were, or in fatt ought to have been, Cal- 
ried to the parlour, and were figned as being received by two 
of the direétors, Meffrs, Paget and Smith; one of thefe bun- 
dies, namely, that containing the 200,000], worth of bills, was 
withdrawn. The charge which he bad to make againit the pri- 
foner was, that he withdrew that parcel, embezzled and turned it 
to his own ule. This he fhould moft clearly demonftrate to the fa- 
tisfattion of the jury. ‘The confidence which the governor aa 
company placed in the prifoner had enabled him to conceal th 
traniatiuen fromthe 2O:h of February to the mh of April; and 
6 it 
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Cn 


‘jt was next to an impoflibility that it fhould be difcovered, as no 


period of payment had arrived; but on that day, in confequence 
of an application made by Mr. Bith, the whole was difcovered. 
—On the 16th of March, the prifoner went to that gentleman, 
and requefted he would purchafe for him 50,000]. confols,,to 
which requeft no objeftion was made, provided he depofited the 
requifite fecurities. The fluétuation of the market at that time 
was 9 per cent. and the prifoner, in order to cover any deficit, 
depofited with Mr. Bifh three exchequer bills, the fubje& of 
the prefent indiétment, Nos. 341, 1060, 2094, and which he 
knew had been previoufly depofited inthe bank. From fome 
circumflances, and from his general knowledge of the whole of 
the bulinefs of the funds, Me. Btth fulpetted all was not right, 
and accordingly went to the bank, where an inveftigation took 
place, at which Mr. B. Watfon, one of the dire@ors, was pre- 
fent. Mr. Newland was fent for, and afked whether any of the 
exchequer bills could, by poffibiiity, get into the market again 
from the bank? To which he an{wered ta the negative, ob« 
ferving they were a dormant fecurity. The fame queiftion was 
put to the prifoner, and the fame anfwer given by lnm. It was 
found neceffary to tell hin, that the bills in queftion, which 
could be proved to have been in the bank, had found their way 
into the money market, and at the fame time it was obferved, 
that he (the prifoner) had made purchafes, to a large amount, of 
ftock, with the bills; this was acknowledged by him; but he 
faid he had done fo for a friend named Hofier, refiding at the 
weft end of the town, and he declared they were not bank pro- 
perty, nor to be found in the bought book. The direétors, 
however, were not fatisfied on this point, and he was immediately 
fecured. .Mr. Garrow here remarked upon the dangerous ten- 
dency to fociety of fuch practices, even in a private merchant’s 
houfe, and obferved that the prefent cafe was of the utmoft con- 
fequence, involving an embezzlement of property to the amount 
of 200,000], from a large corporate body. It would be impof- 
fible for common charity to find an excufe for the prifoner’s 
guilt. He fhould prove that many of the bills fo embezzled had 
been depofited with certain gentlemen, whom he named ; and 
that after the prifoner was in cuftody, his defk was broke open, 
and an envelope containing bills tothe amount of 16,000), taken 
from thence, which bills were the property of the bank ot Eng- 
Jand. Thefe were the charges which he had to bring againift the 
prifoner, and which he thould prove to the full extent. (Mr. 
Garrow here made fome allufions to the condué of certain 
prints, re{peéting the delay in bringing the prifoner to trial, 
which it would be an ufelefs and needlefs wafie of time to re- 
peat.) Hethen ftated the reafon for putting off the trial. It 
had occurred, he obferved, to thofe employed in the profecu- 
tion, that the bills in quefiion had been iffved with an informa- 
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lity in them, not having the fignature of the auditor of the ex. 
chequer. They were aware of the objeétions that might be 
taken, and parliament not then being fitting, it was thought ad. 
vifeable to poltpone the trial, left it might create an alarm in the 
meney market. The fatt was no fooner known, than a bill was 
brought into parliament for remedying thofe defeés, and to 
render the bills valid. This, he trufted, would be a fufficient ex. 
cule for the delay. 

The counfel for the profecution were about to call Mr. Beft, 
the fecretary to the bank, to give evidence, when 

Mr. Erfkine rofe, and fubmitted to their lordfhips that the in. 

diétment could not be fuflained. It charged the prifoner with 
having committed larceny, by fecreting and embezzling certain 
exchequer bills. It was only neceffary, to prove what he had 
{ubmiutted, to enquire one plain faét, whether the bills which the 
prifoner ftood charged with having ftoien were really and dona 
fide exchequer bills, that is to fay, good for the purpofes for 
which they were intended at the time they were fecreted. To 
prove they were not, he need but refer their lordfhips to the a& 
which had been alluded to by Mr. Garrow. It was found ex. 
pedient, by the wifdom of the legiflature, to pafs that aft, in 
order to render the bills, or what might be more properly deno- 
minated pieces of paper, valid and good for the purpofes for 
which they were intended. They were either good bills before 
the pafling of this aét, or they were nothing. It was evident 
that the legiflature, confidered them as not good and valid, in 
confequence of their not being figned by the auditor of the ex- 
chequer, or fome one named by him, or the a& would not have 
pailed. If this propofition was conceded to him by the court, 
the prifoner muft be acquitted. 

The Chief Baron M'Donald obferved, that the judges gave 
their decifion in Reculet’s cafe on the very converfe of the pro- 
pofition contended for, that was an indiétment for forgery. Inthe 
prefent cafe, the charge was for embezzling a valid bill of ex- 
change. However great the crime in fociety, and the magni- 
tude of the fum embezzled, though every one muft regret the 
caufe of it, and the effeét upon fociety, yet it was the bounden 
duty of the court to determine according to the regular, or- 
dinary, and conftant courfe of the adminiftration of juftice. It 
was certainly clear the prefent indiétment was not to be main- 
tained, as the charge therein alledged could not be proved. The 
aét of parliament bad recognized the invalidity of the bills 
which the prifoner embezzled. 

The Lord Chief Baron then direfted the jury to acquit the 
prifoner. He was accordingly found Not Guilty. 

Mr. Aflett was now ordered back to prifon, at the defire of 
Mr. Garrow, in order to await the iffue of a procefs againft him 
tor 100,000}. the fum which the bank direétors had paid for the 
bills which the prifoner had converted to his own ufe. 
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Remarkable Inflance of the Advance of the Price of Land. 


ELLA ISLAND, in the lake of Windermere, is a rare in. 

{tance of the advance of price, even in thefetimes. We 
are told by the Rev. Mr. Warner, that the ifland was purchafed 
about 17 years ago by Mrs. Curwen, before her marriage, for 
1640], of the creditors of Mr. Englith, who had begun the houfe 
which Mr. Curwen now inhabits; the plantations commenced 
two years afterwards; but fo much has the value of property 
thereabouts increafed, and fo elegantly has Mr. Curwen com. 
pleted the manfion and grounds, that within this prefent year 
20.000]. have been offered as the price of his purchafe. 





Mr. Warner's Refleclions on the Situation of thofe unfortunate 
Quadrupeds who are employed to convey Coal to Bath 
~ “ - - 


“OGETHER with fhelter for the beggar, the village of 
Holloway, fituated near Bath, affords a nofturnal retreat 
toamuclh more ufeful clafs of beings, the animals emploved in 
the conveyance of coals from the pits tothat city. Wearied 
and panting with the labour of the day, here the wearied beafts 
are driven by crouds, as the evening clofes, into yards hired for 
the purpofe, not fo much for the fake of rewarding their fervices 
with reft, as to prevent their efcape from the toil of the morrow. 
As they pick a fcanty pittance from the ditches and hedges 
during the day, the inhuman mafter thinks himfelf exempted 
from the neceflity of giving them food at night; and what is 
ftill more barbarous, never removes from their backs the heavy 
and incumbering wooden faddle on which the coals are packed, 
but fuffers it to continue girded on for weeks together, inflaming 
and increafing thofe galls which its preffure originally occa- 
fioned. 

The meek and unrefifting are the objeéts on which cruelty 
and cowardice maft delight to exercile their tyranny, for reafons 
fufliciently obvious; and the unfortunate afs is chictly employed 
inthe bufinefs of tranfporting the coals from the pits to the 
city. Full oft has my heart bied for this littl, wafled, panting 
wretch, flaggering under its unconfcionable burthen, and la- 
bouring up the fleep ftreets of Bath; now dropping with ta- 
tigue, and again urged to exertion by reiterated blows. Llnhu 
manity in every fhape is odious to the fecling bofom, but it 
never aflumes fo much deformity as whenexercifed againit the 
helplefs and the patient; nor 1s honeft indignation ever mors 
praife-worthy, than when it is levelled at the tyrant in the litt 
Way. 


Vol. 42, I A: /; 



























































58 THE WEEKLY ENTERTAINER. 
Anfwer, by S. L. Margary, of New “— Abbot, to W. Strong’s Enigma, inferted 
ay 16 


A SONG, with time, is beauteous to the ear, 
And words fung plain do make the meaning clear. 


+§ We have received the like anfwer from J. Channon, of Ottery ; and 
Je Temlett, of Newton Abbot. 





Anfwer, by 7. Squance, of Exeter, to W. Strong’s Enigma, inferted May 16, 


T country wakes or city routs, 
Atk why they put fuch things about, 
They’ll anfwer, ‘* Sir, why don’t you know, 
** Its CUSTOM always makes it fo.” 


*+* We have received the like anfwer from H. Humphreys, Orlando, 
R. Holwell, T. Whicker, and P. Gove, of Exeter; and Nebuchadnezzar, 








Anfwer, by R. Bartlett, of Lopen, near South Petherton, to J. Lewts’s Rebus, 
inferted May 16. 


VY, if I judge aright, 
Will your rebus bring to light. 


Sp We have received the like anfwer from Henry Humphreys, of Exe. 
ter ; Thomas Bullock, of St. Columb; J. Tremlett, and S, L. Margary, of 
Newton Abbot; W. Cole, of Broadhempflon ; ‘Be Adey, and J. Bloomheld, 
of Poole; R. Horley, jun. and W. Row, of Wellington; and J. O. Zill- 
wood, of Dorchcfter. 





A REBUS, by W. Gifford, of South Petherton. 








| as ST a poet, Sirs, pray find; 
Next a meafure bring to mind ; 
Then what mifs would wifh to be ; 
And a thing which men fhould flee; 
Next, when fleep ufurps her fway; 
Lalita river, bards, furvey : 


Thefe initials rightly frame, 
And a certain fign you’! name. 


A REBUS, by I’. Bedford, of Crediton. 


N ifland’s name, ye gents. explore, 
By Brith valour gain’d; 
My fecond from his native fh ore 
Did to the fhades defcend. 


Far be my next from every breaft, 
By generous friendfhip warm 'd; 

My powerful laft who can refill, 
Whoever feels its charms ; 


My whole again may Britain never know, 
Nor Briten caufe a brother’s blood to flow. 


9 POETRY. 
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The LAST’ ADIEU. 
By Lauga Sorpnia TEMPLE. 
«* And death, with nature’s nobleft 
** worksat ftrife, 
“© Quench’d the fair ftar that fmil’d 
** upon his life,” 
LANGHORNE. 


| ped the hollow drum refounding 
Fir’d each valiant foldier’s breaft, 
High the youthful {pirits bounding 
Future hours in conguett drefs’d. 
Brightly beam’d the eye of morning, 
Gaily {mil’d the face of {pring, 
Balmy fweets the fenfe delighted, 
Borne on zephyr’s trembling wing. 
Hark to the cymbal’s brazen clangour ! 
Hark to the trumpet’s {fhrill reply ! 
Each brave heart fhakes off its lan- 
gour, 
Proudly the crimfon banners fly. 


Now a cadence foftly warbles, 
’Tis the flute’s melodious found ; 
Now the mealure loudly fwelling, 
Flings its awful thunder round, 


See the gallant band advances ! 
Glitt’ring fabres brandith’d high ; 
Hope in every bofom dances, 
Courage {peaks in every eye. 
But who is he that quickly follows ? 
Mark the grief that fades his form; 
In each wan feature paffion firuggles, 
Paffion’s wild tempeftuous ftorm, 


View his glances quickly fhifted! 
View the mis’ry they exprefs! 
Now to Heaven his eyes are lifted, 
Now caft down in mute diftrefs. 


To him are loft hope’s firen accents, 
Harfhare thofe (piritewaking {trains ! 
On his lorn mind no morning opens, 
There a night of fadnefs reigns. 
But honour’s powerful voice prevail- 
ing 
Breaks the [pell that fancy wove, 
Tow’ ring fame at diftance hailing 
Drowns the timid voice of love. 


Now bis footfteps fondly linger, 
Mark, Oh mark the foul-fraught 
gaze | 
He views the fair, departing luftre; 
The la—laft glimpfe of beaury’s 
rays, 





= oe Be 


So the loft wretch whom fate purfuing 
Exiles from the light of day, 
Once more the lovely landfcape view- 


ing 
Dwells on each charm—then hafles 
away. 
Thus did 4e feek the beauteous vifion, 
And thus each well-known grace 


explore, 
Catch the foft day-break of thofe 
glances, 
Whole brightnefs he muft view no 
more. 


Ab! ne’er again on him they refted, 
Vhofe liquid funs have ceas’d to roll; 
OF all their fparkling power divefted, 
No more they fire the raptur’d foul. 
Pale is the cheek of polith’d texture, 
Where once the rofe of fummer 
{mil’d; 
And thofe {weet lips, where love re- 
fided, 
Are of their honied ftore beguil’d. 
Cold is that breaft, of Heaven the 
dwelling, 
Which once with nobleft feeling 
glow’d; 
No more with foftcompaffion {welling, 
No more of truth the pure abode. 


Beneath the turf now pow’ rlefs lying, 
Thofe limbs where grace its magic 
{pread; 
OF death fhe taftes the leaden flumber, 
While bleak winds whiftle o’er her 
head. 


—— —_ . ow 


Verfes written on vifiting the Tomb 
of Cunningham. By Mr. George 
: . 
Saville Carey. 


WEET bard, while here, with 
J fond refpeét, 
I kneel befide thy lonely grave, 
Dear vidlim of the world’s negleét, 
A wand’ring firanger’s tear receive. 
How oft, in childhood have I fought 
The oak-crown’d hill, the wild wood 
fhade, 
Where flretch’d along in tender 
thought, 
Thy verfe my truant hours delay’d, 
Thy 






















Thy artlefs and melodious flrain 
Enamour’d fympathy awoke, 

In numbers taught me to complain, 
And bade me, firfl, the mufe invoke. 


Far from the city’s pride retir’d, 
Unheedful of delufive fame, 

Thy g ony bofom ne’er alpit ’d 
Bey ond a fylvan poet’s name, 

¥n village bow’rs, abodes of peace, 
(mid a mute admiring throng, 

iach native charm, each fimple grace, 
Thy fancy wove into her fong. 

The hours that gild the orient morn, 
And kindle noon’s opprefiive rays, 

And ev’ning’s fhadowy brow adorn, 
With infpiration crown’d thy lays. 





night by twilight pale, 
and pathliefs 


The queen of 

On mountain, heath, 
wild, 

By haunted flream, and lonely vale, 

On thee in radiant vifions {mil’d, 


Apart from vulgar eye conceal’d, 
In annual glory deck’d anew, 
z he rural feal ns all reveal’d 
‘heir faireft beauties tothy view. 


The wanton boy that rules the pli ains, 
His tuneful reed to thee refign’d, 
To fing the loves of rural {wains, 
OF hearts by moonlight vows en- 
twin’d, 


Content, that brightens every fcenc, 
Was wont her fav’rite to beguile, 
Till difappointment flrode between, 
»bb’d thee of her fweerett 
eet bard, adieu 
I flowly leave ; 
vicw, 


y grave. 


Untothy duff, fw ! 
Thy hallow’d fhrine 
Yet oft, at eve, fhall memory 


he fun-beam ling’ring onth 


INVOCA!I 


OME, [fweet, 


ION to HOPE. 


forrow-foothing 


: hope, : 
Come, and bid my forrows ceale ; 
Ilafle, with dread dif juiet Cope, 
1 give iny foul its wonted peace. 


the brow of 





‘ ive the troubled {pirit ret ; 
( et yn of b i r, 
And make c¢’en love’s pale vi i 
b i 
Infpir’d by thy reviving light, 
I | . tru i bar > eu fy ; 
a 


world 





To harmonize a warring 
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The n come, {weet hope, and blefs my 

it, : 
Cone. ’and bid my forrows ce::fe; 

Illume my foul’s dark dreary night 


, 
And give my burning 


2 bofom peace. 
A. Bs 
Fohn Hunter's 


Da MZIEN, Oi 


Addrefs to her 
being jzparated from 


arric gee 


D*; AR to my heart a 
{iream, 


Which animates this mortal clay, 
For thee I court the waking dream, 
And deck with {miles the future 


S 
b. 2a 
er Oo fer iM 


as life’s warm 


aay; 
And thus beguile the prefent pain, 
With hopes that we fhall meet again, 
paft, 
joy, and care, and 


Yet will it be, as when the 
‘Twin’d ev'ry 
thoughr, 
Ando’er our mind one mantle caft 
Of kind affeétions finely wrought? 
Ah no! the ground!efs hope were vain, 
For fo we ne’er can meet again. 


May he who claims thy tender heart 
Deferve Its love, as I have done! 
For, kind and gentle as thou art, 
If fo belov’d, thou’rt fairly won, 


Bright may the facred torch remain, 

And cheer thee ull we meet again. 
oe 

Lines from a Lover to bis Miftrefs, 





"ys , . J , 
Lo 4s appremenj/sve that his 
Dae } 
Fondnefs fa convivial Soc 
, : 
VON ‘e/ ry the Sat acign f. 
& 
rive f 8 eT Se 

















AE Lucy ! or, tie’er foy, 
l That true love’s to al] win 
For does nit the moon's filver ray 
From borrow’d irradiance thine 
Tho’ wine, {weeteft girl, jt 9s true, 
rhe paffion of love can’t infpire; 
ve hen I ) drinking to you 
It is adding a fewel to fire! 
Lucy, fuppofe, 
thy image difplace; 
f ly flows, 
here’s to the health of my farr, 
> wit tf ing her name; 
per Csi u,ana old Cat 
ls 2 id noth to blame. 



































































